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Response to Amendment 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see "REMARKS," filed January 25, 2007, with respect to 
claims 1-14 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The U.S.C. 103 (a) 
rejection of claims 1-14 has been withdrawn. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 2-4 and 6-14 are allowed and they are renumbered 1-12, respectively. 

3. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

Consider claims 2, 6, 9 and 12, the most relevant prior art of record, Moles et al. 
(U.S. Patent #6,961,583 B2) in view of Kanerva et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,493,554 B1), fail 
to specifically show, disclose or suggest a control section that sets a first determination 
threshold value to be used for determining handoff during the idle state with a second 
communication system (method) when a state of a first communication system (method) 
is in an idle state, and sets a second determination threshold value to be used for 
determining handoff during the idle state with the second communication system 
(method) when the first communication system (method) is in communication. 

Moles et al. clearly show and disclose a multi-mode mobile station determines 
the radio signal quality of a serving mobile system and while in an idle state, the multi- 
mode mobile station actively monitors the messages communicated over the paging 
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channel (wireless communication terminal, [method of handoff determination] which 
performs wireless communication with base stations using each of a first 
communication method and a second communication method and enables to be in an 
idle state with both methods) (abstract, col. 4 lines 39-41) comprising a processor 
subsystem 520 associated within the mobile station that includes a counter 540 for 
determining the FER (Frame Error Rate) value associated with the received PCH (page 
channel) messages within a given time window (measurement section that measure 
quality of a signal transmitted from the base station) (fig. 5, col. 8 lines 21-25); a 
comparator that compares the calculated FER value against a threshold value stored 
within a threshold value register, and determines if the calculated FER value is greater 
than the specific threshold value (col. 8 lines 25-30); if the "health" of the paging 
channel is determined to be no longer acceptable, the mobile station then voluntarily 
attempts to select and access an alternative system (handoff determination section that 
determines handoff in an idle state with the second communication method based on 
quality of signals transmitted from a connected base station and another base station) 
(col. 7 lines 51-56); and a threshold value register 550 that stores the threshold value 
(control section) (fig. 5, col. 8 lines 26-27). 

Kanerva et al. clearly show and disclose a handover method in which the signal 
level and/or quality of base stations in a mobile communication system in a mobile 
station (wireless communication terminal [method of handoff determination] which 
performs wireless communication with base stations comprising a measurement section 
that measures quality of a signal transmitted from the base station) (abstract, col. 3 lines 
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51-54). A mobile station (MS) and a serving base station (BTS1) measure the signal 
level and/or quality of a radio connection, and in addition, the MS measures signals 
from the neighboring base stations. The unit that makes the handover decision 
determines the channel coding offered to the radio connection by the possible target cell 
for handover (BTS2). The channel coding offered by BTS2 and by BTS1 are compared. 
If the channel coding of BTS2 is weaker than that of BTS1 , then the value of the 
handover criterion is increased from the normal value. If the channel coding of BTS2 is 
more powerful than that of BTS1 , then the value of the handover criterion is decreased 
from the normal value, (control section that changes a criterion of the determination of 
the handoff in the idle state with the second communication method in accordance with 
a state of the first communication method) (col. 6 line 45- col. 7 line 8). 

Moles et al. in view of Kanerva et al., however, lack the claimed limitation of 
"wherein the control section that sets a first determination threshold value to be used for 
determining handoff during the idle state with the second communication system 
(method) when a state of the first communication system (method) is in an idle state, 
and sets a second determination threshold value to be used for determining handoff 
during the idle state with the second communication system (method) when the first 
communication system (method) is in communication," therefore this limitation in 
conjunction with the other limitations recited in claims 2, 6, 9 and 12, is novel and 
unobvious in view of the combination of Moles et al. and Kanerva et al. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
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accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jaime M. Holliday whose telephone number is (571) 
272-8618. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am 
to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on (571) 272-4090. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
systenr call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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